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as tne table Indicates, ive of the six nest 
frequentiy wissed items ecetred In ercup two, The 
enalysis pointe? ont the fact that the theese most 
frequently missed items were "awtonebile mechanic,” 
*engine lathe operator,” and “crill press operator.” 
Z% was noted that these jobs differed in kind from the 
others in group two since they involved chilled or fomiew 
Skhijied mannel labor and machine operation, 


Por purposes of experimentation, group two was 
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AF a ae ’ if yr rh my 
‘therefare divided inte twa eubegroups, twee and two.D, 


tWoeA consisted of the three dteny mi aacd & wt often, and 


 twoeB wag ma de up of the other four items in original group 


Jn 


tye, The mean seore for group two’ was four with a moan 
correct pergentege of thirtecn, Frou two~D, the moan ‘seore 
Was 2,05 with «a nean correct percentage of seventy-one, 
Signivicently higher. 

The resulie of this subsdivision coupled wlth iten 
oneiyeis cloariy indicated the exiatenece of a welledecfined 
and consistent iack of infermation on the part of the 
respondent ophtholsclogiets concerning the voentions 
potentiel of the totully-blind in Job arens involving 
Shiiled and semiesiciiied mammal labor and machine operations 

. he Hy Dy Puzzle, The only other relevant factor . 
brought out through item anniysie was the surprisinglyjehich 
Iranber of respondents checking "Yee" ater the item "Ii. Da= 
general practice," This item was placed in group three 
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most states, an@ visual observations required an making 
aceurate diagnoses, 
The chly clues about the thirtyeone apparent misses 
On this item iny In netations on several questionnaires 
mentioning totalivebling poychictrists and internists, 
Shere wad indication thet the individucle mentioned, lost 
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‘damoe wed mide to a toteliveblin! general mrectiticner, Tn 
any case, the relatively high number of “Xeses® to this 
itex would seem to indicate need for further research 
concerning possibilities for the totally-blind in the 
field of medicine, 


Be EPYECT OF OTRER HFASTNED FACTORS UPON TEST SCORES 
mid other factors measured on the quactionnaire 
affect teat gecres? fm attempt te anawer this anestion 
involved relating five factors to mean scores, The results 


of this ansiysia wore as Pollows: 


- Por the porpese of anniveing this item in relation 
to test scores, tho reapentents wore divided inte groups 


on a comntyebyecounty basis; and moan scores vera computed 
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for a1} county srouss, Tho returns wore So wollhncattered 


“y eee bey Ae eS ee oe ee enon 
that Only fom comties contribated five or more rte 
« BERS ays 3 se, 0 Nig MT ME gm ig Mi, mM 
Spondents, .Theae counties wore Phiiedalphia, eighteen 


tesponsen, Allegheny, twonty8six responies, Montgonery, 

Six responses, ant Gelavere, six responses, Decause of the 
Smaller numbers of answers from the remaining, counties, no 
“Penk mes wing sould be nitached te their seperate mean 
SCUVGE » 

Of the four counties showing more than five rte 
.Spontes, the mean acores were these: Montromery, 19.£3, 
Philadelphia, 19.72, Allegheny, 11%, } 

Token a5 a group representing the meajer populaticn-conters 
of Creater Phlledeirhkia and Creator Pitteburgh, these four 
County groups shoved a combined mann acore of 15.39, 
Slichtiy move than the conbined mean score for all other 
counties whieh wos 34.69. In the comparison of countics 
containing Fhiladelphia and Pittsburgh proper, Ponnsyle 
VYaniats two lorgest cits ¢ Philadelphia county exerged at 
the top with a mean score of 15.72. Allesheny Coumty,. 

Which exhraces Pittshurgh, reperted a mean score of 15.19. 

Table six represents a complete couty~b yecounty 
breakdown in terns of numbor of respondents. 


In sumuary, it was determined that ophthalmelegiet 


practicing near large rormnlation centers & bighes 
knowledge level than these in and near omaller communities, 
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in compering the two largest citics in the state, subjects 


an Philadelphia scored slightly batter than those in. 
Fittsburgh, ami beth groups had mean scores above the state 
averace, Mo individual conclusions could be drawn from 


county groups containing fewer than five respondents. 
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poseible responses, less than five yoars, five to ten 
yeers, ten to twenty yoors, and twonty years or more, 
Yean scores were computed for the Tom grours ropresenting 


these: catogerios, The results of this breakzdom are shown 


an table sovone 
TABLE VII 
RELATION OF HEAR SCORE WITH NUMEER GF YEARS IN PRACTICE 


HO, OF YEARS IN PRACTICE NO, OF BESPONDESTS MEAN © 


Cons 
Less than five hy 1250 
Pave to ten Lg Loe? F 
ten to twonty 27 15637 
fwenty or more “8 BS 14460 


these resulte were interpreted as indicative of a 
probable negative correlation between mean score and years 
an practice, As the table showed, the three groups of 


Significant size displayed mean scores which descended as 
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munber of years in practice dnerensed, Only the. extrenely 
Small group with fewer than five years in practice stecd in 


Slight violation of this trend, The high average was 


og 


, 
aokieved by the group in practices between five and ton 
yeara, and the lov mean score matched the veteran group 
with twenty years or more in rractice, Younger subjects 
then were shown te have hirher knowledge level than their 


mora experianced counterparts. 
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groups remresenting cli listed medical schocis, This was 
done in an effort te determine whether amr one school 
provided specific training of general study incentive which, 
might Jead te high knewiedre level concerning the voounticone 
al potential of the totally-blind, Table eight contains 
the results of this appronch, | 

| TABLE VITI 


RELATION BETWEEN MEAN SCONG JNO MUDICAL OCHOGL FROM WHICH 
GRADUATED 


MEDICAL SCHOOL HUNGER OF RESPONDENTS MEAN SCORE 
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As was displayed in table olght, only eix modical 
Schools produced five or more respondents. Fever than 
five questionnaires were considered as statistically 
meaningless becavge of the extrene weight given to each 
yesponse, Of the groups contaloing more than Pive or more 
recponses, 2 high mean score of sixteen was achtoved by 
graduates of Rabnerann Medieni Echool, Low average foll 


to tho Uhiversity of Pemeylvania, a surprising 15.156 


‘bo drawn concerning superior rehabilitation or study 
motivation botause the Kahnemarn group contained only six 
Tespoments compared to tventy Brom the University of 
rPemmsyivania, There, asithough a considerable spreac an 
mean scores ccourred among the various groupa, the reasons 


behind the difveronca renuntned voclear. 
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In an effort to ascertain whether explanation of Job 
placement services by rerrcsentatives of the Pennsylvania 
State Office for the Blind affected knowLoadge level, Poe 
Spondents were divided into two groups, the first, composed 
of those who had cheeked "¥en" to having hed placement 
Services discussed, and the second, made up of these 
answering "No" to the same item, Menn scores wore then 


computed for both groupe, The "Yes" croup, twanty~nine 
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respondents, had a mean score of 15.59, The “No” group, 
seventy, respondents averaged 24,07, The difference was 
Sizable and significant, Discussion of placement services 
fas thorefore determined to be an important factor in 


Taising knowledge level. 


What about the group not previously contacted for 


‘discussion of placement services? Would the respondents, 


Willing to have placement services discussed, show a 


‘difference in knowledge level from those not desirow of 


Such contact. To help ansver this question, the re= 
Spondents not previously contacted were divided into two 
groups according te their interest or Jack of it in future 
discussion of placement services, Mean scores were then 
figured for each ELOUD. The “Yes" group, fifty ree 
Sspondents, achieved a mean score of 14.96, The "No" group 
lagged with an average of 14.50, The difference was subs 
Stantial and meaningful, Willingness for explanation of 
Job placerient services of the state agency for the blind, 
hence openemindedness to acquisition of new knowledge was 
seen to be related to present ‘nowledge LOVels 


FP, #HELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KNOWLEDGE LEVEL AND REFERRAL 


To test for possible connection between level of 
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enowledge and referral for placement services, the re~ 
spondents were first diviced inte two groups, these wiio 

had referred patients for placement services and those whe 
hed not. Mean secres vere then figured for each group. 

Zhe group of ophthaimelogiets who had made referrals in the 
post gained a mean score of 15.12, slightiy higher than 
their counterpart group of doctors who bad not mace re~ 
ferreis. The average for the second group was 15600. 

There was then a difference in the direction oxpected, but 


“only a siight ones 


Por purposes of further comparison the respondents 
Were ‘classified inte tvo groups, the line of denarcation 
coming near the midepoint om the rrequency Cistribucion 
seaie, The percentage of those hevang mace past referrals 
Was then figured for both groups, and was compared with the 
39050 percent total for the entire mmuber of respondents. 
Of the forty-two respondents with seores of sixteen or 
higher, ninetcen, or 45.20 percent, bed made past. referrals. 
Of the Sixtyetwo subjects with scores below sixtcen, twonty= 


te, OF 35,550 vorcent, had referred toteally-blind prationts 


r= 


for placement services, This comparison gave sharper foc 


to the effect of knowledrce Level on reterral, 


G. EFPECT UPON RUPERRAL OF PAST BAPLANATION OF 
PLACEMENT SERVICES 


It appeared rather Jikely that these ophthalmologists 
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who had been contacted by state office tor the bling, rope 


reSentetives for discussion of placement services, would 
Shov a higher referral percentage than thoae not contacted. 
anis conjecture was bern out when computation shoved thet 
of the twetrtyenine subjects to whom placement services had 
been explained, twonty-one, om F2.4h0 percent, had made 
patient referrals, Of the seventy to when BErvices had not 
been outlined, only twenty, or 20.60 percent, had made 
referrals. 
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Ih response te the question *Eave job placexent 
Services of stete office for the blind evor been diccusced 


with yout", only twenty-nine of the one hundred and four 


isinee responses did not specify the temporal. re= 
lationship between explanation of serviees and referral, 
a ss3ght poselbility exinted that referral precedad 
ese jon of servicer in somo cases, 
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In summary, it was determined that the responses 
to the items summarized in table nine showed the need for 
inereased educational contacts between Pennsyivania 
ophthalmologists and state office for the blind repre= 
Sentatives. Beyond this they indicated a cefinite desire 
on the part of these subjects for such contact, The 
previously-demonstrated effect of past contact upon 
referral indicated clearly that such stepped up efforts 
Would resuit in substantially higher future rates of 


referral. 
Le DISTRICT OPFiICcs RATING 


In order to test the questionnaire as a tool for 
comparing efficiency of public relations efforts or the 
Six district offices of the state office for the blind,+ 
responses were separated into six groups depending upon 
Gistrict of origin. District groups vere then ranked 


according to four criteria considered appropriate for 


comparing past educational exchanges with ophthalmologists, 


These factors were: “mean score," “percentage of roe 
Sponse," “nercent of respondents previcusly contacted," 
and “percent of respondents who hed made referrals to 


Lthe sixty-seven Pennsylvania counties are served 
by district offices located in Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, 
Earrisburg, Altoona, Wilkes-Barre and Eric. 
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State office for the blind.” 

‘A seore of six was then agsicned the district 
(office measuring highest in eseh criterion, Scores vere 
allotted in descending order so that the office measuring 
Lowest according to ench factor roteived a score of Once 
A finel F ating was established for each district using the 
Sun of individual scores for the four eriteria compared. 


the Pesults of this analycies are displayed in table tens 
PARLE FB 
RES nditenalis DISTNICY OFFICE RATING METHOD 


(Number in column indicated rank for) 


District Office Mean Per cent Fer cent Per cent Totel 
al Score or ov of © sere 
reapomze subjects subjects 
maving conta acted 
made 
rvotorral 


Philadelphia é be é 6 2 

Pitta burgh ; 3 5 26 
Rarrdoburg 2 d. 6 3 16 
Altoona & 2 Fed a 2 
Wilkes-Barre 2 5 ° be 2 
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The methed produced interesting, though net cone 
Slusive results, The vange of ratings were wide, twelve 
Compare? to a possibie twenty, Farticular meaning was 
Sttashed to the consistently high scores achieved by the 
Thiladelphis office, On the other hand, little signifi-~ 
Cance wat attached to the lew rating of the Erie office 
Since it was based upen enly three responses returned from 
& total of nine maiied te that district, 

In summary, 1% was determined that use of thi 

- ‘ating syatem or adaptations of it might serve a useful 
and discriminating purpose in rating educational offerts 
Gf Sub-divicians of state agencies for the blind, 

Certainly the results obtained would Justify more extensive 
research along these lines, 


ds COMPARICON OF RESULTS WITH FIRFSTONE STUDY 


Comparison of the results of thie study with those 
brought out fn the Pinestone repart 46 relevant in only 
Specific areas 

| the American Foundation for the Blind survey cf? a 
national sample of ophthalmelociets shoved that soven por - 
tent of those responding had made referrals of the totally}. 

| blind. te rehabilitation agenetos s+ 

ipinestone and Gold, on. cits, page 30 of table shows 


percentage of doctors referring patients for various 
Services. 
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In contrast, this study fowr that loos than forty 
por gont of the Peansylvania ophthal: 
had ¢vor made teforroais of the totellyebling te the state 
office for the blind fcxv placement servieos, This dite 
Grepancy could result from an actually lewer reforral vate 
‘on the part of Pennsylvania ophthalmologists er the 
Specificity of the diem an thia preject in terms of its 
Yeforence to referral far placement serviees in contrast to 
the question in PMinestone and Gold which made inquiry cone 


‘Corning more general roferrai to rebabilitation a: 
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tho answer to this apparent discrepancy would cnergo if 


this ‘study wore exrended to a national base, 
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Study a aa andicated thet there was a rather 
high Level of knowledge ann 3 reapondiant ophthalmologists 
concerning jobs which could be performed adequately without 
Sight, in the twenty-Liten test thelr mean scare was L507 e 

This knowledge was shown to vary ercetly smong the 
three proetonceived job groups, The subjects ecered axe 
tranely woli in group one, jobs performed by blind workers 
for fifty years or more, ond in group three, jobs which 
could not be handled successfully by the totelly-blind, 
in group two, however, jobs acquired by blind workers 
within the past helf century, the mean score Feil off 
sharply. 
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were in tum Sepavated from the others in grou two end 
analyzed as group TweeaA, Tho mean score of this construct 
“group was extrensly low, 

There was éZ 
Mation asout the capabilities of the totallyblind is 
eop fields involving shiiied labor and machine opmrations 
“She general tendenoy was to uncerestinate the vocatlonal 
potential of the blind in tho ares. 

The Gur a angiy high monber of misses for the Lten 
SMe, ~ Generali Practice" posed the pocsibility of fortize 
Soesearch inte placement prospects for the blind In the 
field of mecicine, 

Crfice Tocation accor ding to its county wat sige 
nitsacant im ite relation te knevledse Level onky in that 
Supjocts in and near the wajer population centers of 
Philadelphia and Pittshurgh scored saightiy higher than 
thei counterparts in less populous locations, Uunber of 
years in practice was seen to be closely related te lLneve 
iedge ievei In a negative direction, With only on 
ansignizvicant exception, greups of subjects showed 
Gisinishing mean seores ac years in practice increased, 
This demonstrated clearly that younger resrondents 
possessed higher knowledge level may their more 
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‘Bubstantiel differences occurred fn mean scores of . 
graduates of various medical schools; further rosearch 
would he necessary to dotermine whether these differences 
Wore as suspected produats of variations in curriculun 
Yelative to rehahliitation education 

Previous contact with the state office for the blind 

erged as an loner fant determinant of knowledge levol, In 
the group not previously contacted, those interested in 
future explanation of placement services scored higher than 
those not willing to velcome such an oxplanation., A posie 
tive telationship was demonstrated between present know» 
Ledge levei and openemindedness towards the acquisition of 
the now information, 

Wigh knowledse level proved to have some effect upon 
per cent of referral, tut not nearly az powertnl an 
anfiuence as previous contact with state orfice for the 
pling represen tatlves . 

Less than thirty per cent of the respondents stated 
that placement services of the state office for the blind 
had beon explained to them, Of those not contacted, 71,4 
per cent indicated a willingness for future Giscussion, 
Oniy 39.5C per cent of respondents had ever referred a 
tetally-blind person for job placement services, These 
FesuLts coupled with the obviously potent effect of 


previous contact upon referral, pointed out a fertile ficid 
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for future educational efferts ty state offiee for the 
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blind representatives. They further shevwad the probable 


o) 


‘“6ffectivencss of such a campaign and a potentially 


cooperative attitude towards such activities om tha part 
of the ophthelmeiogists, 

Six district offices of the state office for 
the blind wore rated according to four criteria relevant 
to educational ettorts teverds ophthalmelegists. The 
Pesuits indicated that. the mothod showed prewise at 2 
practical rating tool and that future research might 


prefvitabiy be deveted to its development and refinement, 
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Or the totaliv-blind to rehabilitation acencies provided the 
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origins? stimulus for this study. One provieucly untested 
hypothesis lay in the possibility that lew referral rate 
tight be related to low knowledes level concerning th 
vocational potential of the totaliy-biind, With this 
consiceration at its core the project developed, bringing 
forth a munder of relevant questions, The questions 
invebticated in the study were these: 
Major Question ie: What was the general kmowledze 
Level of Pennsylvania ophthalmeclocists concerning jobs 
Wnich covld be performed adequately without sight? 

Ceroliary Cuestion One: bid this mnevledso level 
Vary among groups of jobs which head been performed by 
blind workers in mere recent years Sy and Jobs which conid 
not be rerforned adogunately without sight? | 

Majer Guestion Two: Is kneowledce Level affected by 
factors euch as a nuber ef years in sractice, location of 


office according to county, medical echool from which 


gracvated, and previous contact with the state agency for 
the blind? 
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Major Question Three: Did high knowicdge level 
lead to referral of the totally blind to the appropriate 
State rehabilitation agency? 

Corollary Question Two: Was referral level affected 
by previous contact with the state agency for the blind? 

Corollary Question Three: What per cent cf Pennsyl- 
vania ophthalmologists had had job placement services of 
' the state office for the blind explained to them? 

Corollary Guestion Four: What was the Level of 
willingness on the part of the ophthalmolcgists to have 
job placement services of the state office for the blind 
discussed with them? 

Corollary Guestion Fives What per cent of Pennsyle 
Vania ophthalmologists had referred the totally-blind to 
State office for the blind for placement services? 

Major Guestion Three: Could the resuits of this 
Study be used as a valid tool in comparing district offices 
of the state office for the blind in terms of past public 
reiations efforts toward ophthalmologists? 

Corollary Question Six: Did survey results indicate 
a need for a planned public relations campaign on the part 


of state office for the blind? 
Be IMPORTANCE OF STUDY 


Aside from academic interest in, and practical 
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endeavor possessed significance because of 145 uniquenods. 
Ro previous offort hed ever been nade to measure knowledge 
Level of the vocational petontial of the total? y~blind on 
the part of any groun. Eoyond this, only one provious 

Study had ventured into the sroa of surveying oohthalmoloe 


tation of the 
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2 B®, “~ 2 A 
€iets concerning their role in rehab 
this carlior atudy, however, wade no attcapt to measure 


Bnowledso Zevel or te relate it to referral, 
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Ce PROCEDIEG OF INVESTICATICN 


: Pennsylvania ophthslimolecists were chosen as the 
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respondent grav 
hunired and three aephthalnmelesists holding current 
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membership to the Pennsylvania Academy of Oh 
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one questionnaire consisted In part of a tuenty~ 
item test designed to measure the resnontionts* knowledre 
level of jobs which could be x vorfomned without Sight. The 
items wore in the form of spocifie Job tities, The 
ophthaimelogists were asked to check PYes" or "No" whethor 
the particular jobs could be performed adequately by a 
well-qualified, totally-blind person, For scoring 
purposes, the twenty itens were divided inte three srours. 
Group one, seven items, was compesed of jobs held by blind 
workers for fifty years or more, Group tuo, seven items, 
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which couwld wot be performed satisfactorily without sight. 
Ciiier questionaire ivens purtained to: offices 
zocation according to county, mumbor of years in practice, 
and medical schoot frou whieh grascuated,. Finglig, thvoe 
questions concerned themselves with previcus contact with 
the Fennsylvenia Officao fox the Dlind, willingness for 
futwe explanation of placement servites by agency Topo 
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An overeali 54.60 per cent response wes reccived 
With the return of ene hx mired and eleven quostionnaires. 
Por most calculations, however, oniy one hundred and four 
questionnaires could be used because of the rctuen of forr 
blank questionnaires and late arrival of threes others. 
| an the twenty~ atem test, respondents achieved a 
mean score of 25,07 with a range of cleven. Mean correct 
per cent for the entire test was 750M. For group cne 
the mean score was 6,57 of « no E nossible seven, The rango 
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was three. Mean correct percentage was 93,00. Group two 
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(40 were colle? Tweet, For grown Tuoeh, the mean score 
was @& of G possible three, This represented a mean 
correct percentage of thirtecz.e. In group TwoeB the moan 
Store was 2,05 of a possible four, showing a muan correct 
por Cont of Vlg tom auelysis aleo showed @ surprisingly 
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opnti nalmologiats representing the ¢ urban areas of Phileas 
Gtiphda and Pittebuygh showed an average of 19239 cospored 
With = monn score of 1),69 fer these practicing in areas 
of less dense population, When groups were constructed 
according ta nusber of years in practice The proup 
possessing twenty years cr nore experience shoved a low 


ean score of 14,60, The group in practice between five 
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and ten years achiaved a mean scare of 15.79, Of those 
medical schools graduatine five or @ respondents, 
Fabnemann averaged hichest with 16.00 and the Uhiversity 
of Pennsylvania lowest with a mean score of 24.15. 

These respondents rreviously contacted by etate 
cffice fer the blind represontatives shoved a moan scare 
Of 16.59. Those not previously contacted avernced 14.E7. 
Cf these to whom job placement services had not Deon 
explained, the group willing for such en oxplanation had 
-& mean score of 34.96. Those wiwiliine for future dis» 
cussion averaged 14.50. 


+ Erfeot of knowledre level on referral was measured 


“an two ways, The grenyp of respondents who had cade past 
teferrais to the state office for the blind fer placenent 
Services achicved a mean score of 15.32. The grou of 
those who hed not made referrals atinined an average of 
25.06, then the respendents were divided into two groups, 
Onc containing test scares of sixteen or higher, and the 


/ Other consisting of scores below st fteen, 2% was secon that 


Pad 


45.20 per cent of these in the high Score grovp bad mace 

past reforrals while only 35.56 per cent of these scoring 

below sixteen had referred patients for pineenent servicos. 
the effect of past contact with ageney repre» 


Sentatives on referral became clear whon 1t was seen that 
“92.h0 per cent of those with whem placement sarvices had 
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hoen discussed hed made referrals and that only 2c,66 per 

¢ent cf the group not contacted had ever made referrals, 
Of the one hundred a four correspondents, twanty~ 

nine or 27,80 per cent, indicated that placenent services 


of the state office for the blind had been discussed with 


Fv rans, EF aoa abe Aehe fies * . a oe a 
them. Fifty respondents of the seventy who had not been 


ae. Gl ' +s t.. ‘ 3 ‘ yy nH Pow asap ire ATE as oe ge 
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Forty-one ophtheluologists, 29.50 per cent of the re~ 


epondents, stated that they had. ever. made referrals of 
hosel dind patients for placement services, 

when four criteria, mean score, per centage of 
Tesponse, percentages of past contact, and percontaga of 
Past reforrai wera used te create a rating Stnle for 
_ easuring past public relations ePforts of the six district 
offices of the state office for the blind, the method 
proved itself a diserimina tinge device showing meaningful 


differences among the districts, 


ER. CONCLISION -~ 


Pennsylvania ophthalmologists were shown to porsess 
& generaliy high Level of knowledge conterning jobs which 
could be performed adequately without sight, This 
knewledge level varied greatly, being extremely compre- 
hensive for jobs held by the totally-blind for half a 


century, quite adequate for identifying jobs not perform. 
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able without sicht, and very lew fer job flelcs entered 
here recontly by the blind, ctpecialiy those employmen 
@peas involving ehiiied laber amc nachine operations 
Location of office was related to knewledzs Tavel 
only ag 4% showed higher mean scores for these respondents 
moar large urban are $; Numbor of yoars Im rractice was 


related negatively to knowledge icvel, with younger roe 


r oe 4 be yg to. pty 2% ~ et & 5a ity See we pre edi 
ependents scoring higher than their more experience 
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Counterparts. ‘The score differences anong graduates of 


Warious medical sechonis inditated a need for further 
research into the cmuces, 


-** Past contact with represantatives of the etave 
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offi¢ca fox the blind wae Seen a8 contribeting to unowledge 
ievol in 2 positive way and, as affecting future expla 
nation of placement services, was concluded to he related 
positively with eurrent level of BEL Ode. 

| High Level of unowledge was shown te affect referral, 
but its influence did net Prove as powerful. as prior 
personel contact with ageney roprecentatives.s 

the low por cont of respondants previously ¢ecntactod 

“coupled with the ergo nunber of subjects indicating | 
willingness fer future contact and the obvious of stective- 
HESS of puet contacts, conbined to podnt toward the nocd 
for, and eecceptance of, potential stepped-up oduention 


contacts between ephthaimologiats and state agency repr roe 
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Sontatives. 
The system devised for rating past educational 
‘efforts of the six district offices appeared to be a 


Giscritinating rating tool, and it seemed that future 


research might wrefitably be devoted to its devolorpment 
and refinenent. en 
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“several areas for future research efforts, There seened 
te be rotential veiue in expaneion of the present study 


expansion would test 


e 
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te a'national sample base, Th 


the representativensss of the results of this project. 


Purther, it would permit comporicon of various atate 
agencies for the blind with raspect to their public 
relations efforts towards ophthalmologists « 

Comparison of ophthalmologists’ test scores with 
these of other groupe wowld else carry Interest and value, 
Comparisons with a couple representing the general popu. 
2ation, medical deoters in general practice, optonetrists, 
ang public assistance case workera would be of special 

. sienifiesnce. | | 7 
. Finally, three epecific questions arose from the 
study, which necettarily avaited further reteerch answers. 


The questions were these. Were there more opportunities 
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aie APPR NDEX A -- QUESTIONNAIRE 


your efits - Coumty . 
: (please check) Less than 5 years 
430-t0 aE (20 or mre years) 
901 from which you graduated 


¢ with an "xX" tyes) or (No) to the right of sach item below 
Mhether, in your opinion, the specific job could be per~ 
$ Dy qualified tetally blind person. 


a ie 


Vs j dents bolt assembler (Yes) (to) 
Bngine inthe operator (Yes) (No)_ 
dic. L social worker (Fes) (No) 
hai (Yes), (io) 
- general practice (Yes) (No) 
| (Yes) (No) 
sh teacher (Yes) (No) 
(Yes) (No) 

% furnace attendant — (Yes) (No) 
xu , Waits | (Yes) (No) 
Be By mg weaver (Yes) (No) 
. zy pe hor | (Yes) (No) 
bind Le mechanic (Yes) _ (Wo) 
(Yes) _—s (No) 
(Yes) (No) 
(Yes) 
(Yen) 
(Yes) 


(Mo) 
(No) 
(No) 
(Yes) (Wo) 
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APPENDIX A -- QUESTIONNAIRE 


x 


58 
Iocation of your office - County 


Years in practice (please check) Less than 5 years 
(5 to 10 years) _—(10 to 20 years) _(20 or more years) 
Medical school from which you graduated 
Check with an "X" (Yes) or (No) to the right of each item below 


indicating whether, in your opinion, the specific job could be per- 
formed by a qualified totally blind person. 


1. Leather belt assembler (Yes) =. (No) —t 
2. Engine lathe operator a (Yes)__—s (No) 
3. Medical social worker ics) mers (Ho) ae 
h. Chiropractor males) amare (No) onc: 
5. M.D. - general practice (Yas) Semen ONo ) fra 
6. Chair caner (Yes) __ (No) 
7. High school English teacher KOS ) wer eae ( NG!) sorta 
8. File clerk (Yoe))ewem (fo,) saan 
9. Blast furnace attendant (Les) irae (No) ince 
10. Waitress GY és) WC NO) anes 
As Rug weaver (Jes ieee (NO Jono 
12. Author (Yes) - (No) 
13. Automobile mechanic (Yas) bane; (No) ach 
U;. Life insurance salesman (Yes) —s (No)_ 
‘15. Drill press operator (Yes) __— (No eal 
16. House painter lac!) mimes (NO!) son 
17. Broom winder (yes) ete (to). 
18. Singer | (Yes) (No) 
19. Draftsman (Yes) __ (No) 
20. Piano tuner Gies) pen (No) 


Have Job Placement Services of the Pennsylvania State Office for 
jthe Blind ever been discussed with you by Agency Representatives? 
| (Yes) (No ) 


If not, would you welcome such a discussion? (Yes) (No) 


. Have you ever referred a totally blind person to the State Office for 
she Blind for Job Placement Services? (Yes) (No) 


COVER LETTER 99 


904, West Locust Street 
Seranton l, Pa. 
June 6, 1961 


Dear Doctor: 


Would you devote fifteen minutes of your time to making an 
important research contribution toward rehabilitation of the 
totally blind? If your answer is yes, please spend a thoughtful 
quarter hour in completing the enclosed questionnaire. 


The information and opinions to be gathered through use of 
this questionnaire will be of significant benefit to agencies for 
the blind throughout the nations; to me, as a blind individual in 
achieving a Master's degree in rehabilitation counseling; and most 
important of all, to each totally blind person for whom successful 
employment is possible. 


Your answers will, of course, be held in strictest confidence. 
Beyond this, your anonymity is completely protected by the nature 
of the questionnaire items. Although one question makes specific 
reference to your willingness to have job placement services of the 
Pennsylvania Office for the Blind (formerly State Council for the 
Blind) discussed with you, your answer will not be used as a lead 
for agency representatives. Only the general feeling of Pennsylvania 
ophthalmologists is being sought here. 


Because of your position as the key man in the rehabilitation 
process, your responses assume unusually great importance in this 
study. Please complete the questionnaire in pen without consulting 
other individuals or relevant literature. Your unbiased opinions 
are what we need. 


You will find a stamped envelope addressed to me for convenient 
mailing of the questionnaire. Your fifteen minutes spent now may well 
pay future dividends in years of successful employment for blind 
people throughout the United States. 


Sincerely yours, 


John F. Moran 
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FOLLOW UP POST CARD 


DEAR DOCTOR 


1F YOU HAVE RETURNED MY QUESTIONNAIRE CONCERNING JOBS 
PERFORMED WITHOUT SIGHT, 
THAN K YOU! 


1F YOU HAVE NOT YET FOUND TIME TO FILL OUT THE 
QUESTIONNAIRE. P L EF A S E MAKE THIS IMPORTANT RESEARCH 
CONTRIBUTION WITHIN TEN DAYS! ONLY YOUR COOPERATION GAN 
PRODUCE A COMPLETE AND MEANINGFUL STUDY. 


BL4ND WORKERS THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES WILL REAP 
THIS REHABILITATION HARVEST. 
SINCERELY, 
JOHN F. MORAN 
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TABLE XIII | | | Pe 


-_ °-FER CENT OF S0UBIECTS HAVING MADE REFERS 


strict Office Number of Monber Per Cent Bank 
Responses Naving Made Having Made 
Reforral Referral 
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GABLE XIV 
PER CRI OF SUBJECTS CONTACTED | 
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